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GEOMETRIC SPECTRAL OPTIMIZATION ON SURFACES

ROMAIN PETRIDES

ABSTRACT. We prove the existence of optimal metrics for a wide class of combinations
of Laplace eigenvalues on closed orientable surfaces of any genus. The optimal metrics
are explicitely related to Laplace minimal eigenmaps, defined as branched minimal im-
mersions into ellipsoids parametrized by the eigenvalues of the critical metrics whose
coordinates are eigenfunctions with respect to these eigenvalues. In particular, we prove
existence of maximal metrics for the first Laplace eigenvalue on orientable surfaces of
any genus. In this case, the target of eigenmaps are spheres. This completes a broad
picture, first drawn by J. Hersch, 1970 (sphere), M. Berger 1973, N. Nadirashvili 1996
(tori).

Our result is based on the combination of accurate constructions of Palais-Smale-
like sequences for spectral functionals and on techniques by M. Karpukhin, R. Kusner,
P. McGrath, D. Stern 2024, developped in the case of an equivariant optimization of
the first Laplace and Steklov eigenvalues. Their result is significantly extended for two
reasons: specific equivariant optimizations are not required anymore to obtain existence
of maximizers of the first eigenvalue for any topology and our technique also holds for
combinations of eigenvalues.

A classical goal of spectral geometry is to understand behaviours of the eigenvalues
of operators with respect to the ambiant geometry. Indeed, estimates on eigenvalues of
key geometric operators arise naturally when studying non linear PDEs that parametrize
surfaces or describe a physical system via linearisations. This is a reason why looking for
sharp bounds on the bottom of the spectrum of the Laplacian depending on the Riemann-
ian metric was early questioned in seminal papers by Hersch [Her70], Yang-Yau [YYS80],
Li-Yau |[LY82], Berger [Ber73]. The fundamental result by Hersch stated that the round
metric is the only maximizer of the first eigenvalue among Riemannian metrics of fixed
area on the sphere. It is similar to the classical minimization of the first Laplace eigen-
value on domains in R™ of fixed volume with Dirichlet boundary conditions, conjectured
by Rayleigh [Ray1877] and solved by Faber [Fab1923] and Krahn [Kral925], or the maxi-
mization of the first Laplace eigenvalue on domains in R" of fixed volume with Neumann
boundary conditions (Szegd [Szeb4], Weinberger [Weib6]). In the context of the Riemann-
ian shape optimization, the main difference is that the topology of the ambiant surface
is fixed and the optimization among Riemannian metrics gives a richer geometry to the
extremal metrics.

More precisely, Nadirashvili [Nad96] discovered that extremal metrics of the first renor-
malized (by the area) Laplace eigenvalue on a closed surface 3 directly correspond to a
significant geometric non-linear PDE: there is a family of first eigenfunctions associated
to the optimal metrics that minimally immerse ¥ into a sphere. It gave a new light to
the known optimizers (the round metric on the sphere [Her70] and projective plane [LY82]
correspond to minimal embeddings into S? and S*) and provided new techniques to ob-
tain the unique optimizers on the torus [Nad96] and the Klein bottle [JNPOG][ESGJ0G6]
(corresponding to minimal embeddings into S® and S*). In addition, Nadirashvili’s result
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is related to Takahashi’s characterization of isometric immersions into Euclidean spaces
x : ¥ — R" [Tak66]: there is A > 0 Az = Az if and only if x is a minimal immersion
into a sphere. Indeed he also noticed that if there is a minimal immersion from ¥ into a
sphere, its induced metric on ¥ has to be a critical metric with respect to one renormalized
Laplace eigenvalue functional on X.

Since then, many other outstanding critical metrics emerge for various geometric spec-
tral functionals: one Laplace eigenvalue [Nad96][ESI00] [ESI03], one Steklov eigenvalue
[FS13] [KM22], one eigenvalue of the conformal Laplacian [AHO6]|GP22], of the Paneitz
operator in dimension 4 [Per22], of the Dirac operator in dimension 2 [A06] [KMP23],
eigenvalues in Kéhler geometry [AJK15], combinations of Laplace or Steklov eigenvalues
[Pet23] [Pet24], Robin eigenvalues [LM23] [M23] and spectral functionals associated to
various other operators [PT24]. The latter work unifies the previous ones, provides many
other examples and gives a systematic way to compute these critical metrics by a Euler-
Lagrange equation written via the theory of differentiation of locally-Lipschitz functionals
with the concept of subdifferential.

All these works suggest a surprising way to build solutions of non-linear PDEs only
focusing on the optimization of spectral functionals associated to linear operators. For in-
stance, nodal solutions of the Yamabe equation can be built by optimization of eigenvalues
of the conformal Laplacian [AHO06] [GP22], harmonic maps into 2-spheres by minimiza-
tion of the first Dirac eigenvalue [AO6] or into larger spheres by maximization of the first
Laplace eigenvalue [Pet14], [KS22], and in dimension n > 3 [KS24] for harmonic maps and
[Pet22Db] for n-harmonic maps. This approach also proved its efficiency for the construction
of new minimal surfaces into specific target manifolds (spheres and ellipsoids), initiated
by Fraser and Schoen [FS16]. In [Pet23a] and [Pet23b], we proved the existence of em-
bedded non planar minimal spheres into ellipsoids of R* (resp. embedded non planar free
boundary minimal disks into ellipsoids of R?) by equivariant optimization of combinations
of renormalized first and second Laplace (resp. Steklov) eigenvalues. In [KKMS24], the
authors constructed various examples of embedded minimal surfaces into S* (resp. free
boundary minimal surfaces into B?) of any topology by equivariant optimization of the
first renormalized eigenvalue.

Main existence results. In the current paper, we go back to the original fundamental
problem: are there maximal metrics for the first renormalized eigenvalue functional Ay ?
Here, for k£ > 1

denotes the k-th renormalized eigenvalue of a closed connected surface ¥ where for a
Riemannian metric g, A\x(X, g) denotes the k-th non-zero Laplace eigenvalue of the surface
and A4(X) its area. In the current paper, we show that the answer is yes for orientable
surfaces:

Theorem 0.1. On any closed orientable surface, i realizes a mazimum at a smooth
(outside a finite number of conical singularities) metric.

We completely extend a result that was explicitely known for the round sphere [Her70],
the projective plane [LY82], the torus [Nad96], the Klein bottle [INP06] [ESGJ06] [CKM19],
the orientable surfaces of genus two [JNPOG] [NS19] to all the orientable surfaces
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With the characterization of [Nad96] mentioned above, up to a dilatation, the maximal
metrics of A\; in Theorem [0.4] are induced metrics of (possibly branched) minimal immer-
sions by first eigenfunctions into spheres. Notice that the regularity result is optimal: the
maximizers on surfaces of genus 2 must have conical singularities corresponding to the
branched points of the minimal immersions.

As we shall explain later (see also [Pet14], [MS21]), this existence result is deeply related
to the monotonicity of the topological invariant defined as the supremum of A\; with respect
to the topology:

Ai(y) == sup  M(Z4,9)
gEMet(3)

if 3, is an orientable surface of genus v and Euler characteristic 2 — 2y In the current
paper, we prove the following monotonicity results that imply Theorem by [Petl14]:

Theorem 0.2. Forally>1,

Ai(y) > Ai(v = 1)

The large inequalities were already proved in [CES03| by a standard glueing method. It
was already known from [YY80], (for A;) that these supremum are finite and bounded by
constants depending linearly on the genuses. It is proved in [Karl9al], that the bound by
Yang and Yau for A; is never sharp except in genuses 0 and 2. The actual best asymptotic
of Ai(vy) as v — +oo is proved in [KV22] and [Ros22].

In the current paper, we also give a generalization of Theorems [0.4] and to positive
combinations of eigenvalues. Many works in spectral geometry ask for the optimization
of combinations of eigenvalues because it is more related to physical systems that require
more than information on the ground state. We also extract more geometric information
from the whole spectrum (since it is related to Riemannian invariants) or interactions
between eigenvalues (e.g gap estimates or bounds of one eigenvalue by another) than from
its very bottom: see e.g in very various contexts [YY80] [OPS88| [ACII] [BMPV15] etc.

As first noticed in [Pet23], [Pet24] and then in [PT24], extremal metrics for combina-
tions of eigenvalues also enjoy a remarkable geometric property that can be used for the
optimization: they are explicitely written with respect to minimal branched immersions
into an ellipsoid paramatrized by the eigenvalues associated with the critical metric that
appear in the combination. The coordinates of the branched immersion are eigenfunc-
tions with respect to these eigenvalues. A variational method based on the construction
of almost extremal maximizing sequences is then available in [Pet22a] [Pet22b], is inde-
pendently used in the current paper and is promising to be generalized to other contexts
of eigenvalue optimization.

Let’s set the combinations that appear in our general result. Let F : (Ry)™ — RU{+oc0}
be a continuous map on (R;)™, a C' map on int ((Ry)™) such that F(z) = +oo0 = z €
I (RL)™ and O;F : (R)™ — RU {+oo} is continuous. We assume that for all coordinate
x;, F satisfies that either F' is independent of x; or strictly decreasing with respect to x;
in the following sense:

Vo € int (RL)™),0;F(x) <0

(H)  Vie{l,---,m}, { or Vo € int (R+)™),0;F(z) =0
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Examples of such functions could be for aq,- - ,a,;, € Ry
F()\la o 7)‘M) = Za’lf()‘l)
i=1

where f: R, — Ris a C' function such that f/(\) < 0if A >0, e.g
fO)=eMt>00r fA)=A"%s5>00r f(\)=—1InA.

that can be used for partial sums of the trace of the heat kernel, the zeta function or the
determinant. We set for a closed surface X

E(3,9) = F(Ai(g), - Am(9))-
We also set B B
Eo(%,9) = F(0,A2(9), - s Am(9))-

Theorem 0.3. Let 3 be a closed orientable surface. If
inf E(X, g) < inf Ey(X, g)
g g

then E(X,-) realizes a mazimum at a smooth (outside a finite number of conical singular-
ities) metric.

The gap assumption in Theorem [0.3] ensures that the first renormalized eigenvalue of
minimizing sequences does not converge to 0, preventing from disconnection of minimizing
sequences as explained in [Pet23]. Such an assumption is necessary because of the example
of maximization of one eigenvalue A, on spheres or projective planes. Indeed, it was
proved by [KNPP21] with the combination of [Petl8] (see also [KNPP19]) and [Eji98]
that Ay(0) := sup M\ (S?,-) = 87k, corresponding to the k-th renormalized eigenvalue of k
disjoint spheres of same area, is never realized by a metric on the sphere for k > 2.

In the previous examples of combinations F', this gap assumption is automatically sat-
isfied if a; > 0 and f(0) = 400, e.g for f(A) = A7 or f(A\) = —InA. In particular the
functionals Y ;" | a; (5\1-)_1 for a; > 0 have a minimizer for any topology. For m = 1, The-
orem [0.4] is nothing but a corollary of Theorem For m = 3 and a; := 1, we minimize
Yang-Yau’s functional [YY80] (modelled on Hersch’s result on the sphere [Her70]) for any
topology. In [Pet23a), we proved that for m = 2, a; := 1 and ay := t large enough on the
sphere, the maximizers correspond to critical metrics associated to non planar minimal
immersed spheres into rotational ellipsoids of R*.

One interesting question among many others would be to know the geometry of opti-
mizers of Y 1", (5\2-)_1 (or other finite combinations) as m — +00. We early knew from
[Her70] that for m = 1,2, 3, the round sphere is the unique minimizer among spheres and
from [Ber73] that for m = 6, the flat equilateral torus (minimizer for m = 1) cannot be a
minimizer among tori.

Overview of variational approaches. The first natural functionals early studied are
for k > 1, A\; (see (0I])) and & defined as

the k-th renormalized Steklov eigenvalues of a compact connected surface with boundary
Y. where for a Riemannian metric g, ox(3, g) denotes the k-th non-zero Steklov eigenvalue
of the surface and Ly(0X) the length of the boundary. These functionals are known to
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be bounded in the set of Riemannian metrics on a fixed surface: [YY80] [LY82] for Aq,
[Kor93] for Aj, and see also [Has11] [Kok20] for A\, and &y.

After the seminal papers by Nadirashvili [Nad96] for A\; on tori and Fraser and Schoen
[FS16] for 1 on surfaces with boundary of genus zero, several works looked for a systematic
variational method to understand whether eigenvalue functionals admit extremal metrics
or not (e.g [Petld], [Pet18], [Pet19], [KNPP19], [KS22], [Pet22a] etc). One important first
step was the optimization in a conformal class of metrics. It is very convenient since there
is a family of first eigenfunctions associated to the extremal metrics that are coordinates of
a harmonic map into a sphere (or free boundary harmonic maps into spheres). After this
step, the maximization among conformal classes is reduced to a maximization on the finite
dimensional Teichmiiller space of the surface. In [Pet14], we proved that A\; always realizes
a maximum among metrics in a given conformal class and we gave a gap assumption for
the existence of a maximizer of A\; on the set of metrics on an orientable surface >, of
genus 7:

Ai(y) > A1(y — 1) = Existence of a maximum for A;(7y)

where A1(y) = supAi(X+,-). A similar formula holds for non-orientable surfaces (see
[MS21]). Such a gap assumption prevents maximizing sequences from degenerating to
lower topologies in the Teichmuller space. In other words, all the work in [Pet14] consisted
in proving that it is the only obstruction for convergence of the maximizing sequences we
constructed. The analogous gap assumption for the existence of a maximizer of &1 on the
set of metrics on an orientable surface ¥, of genus v with b boundary components was
proved in [FS16] (genus 0) and [Pet19] for any topology (and higher eigenvalues):

—1) fi > >2
o1(7,8) > o1(y,b —1) for v 2 0,5 = = Existence of a maximum for oy(v,b)
o1(7,0) > o1(y—1,b+1) fory > 1,6 >1

where o1 (7,b) :=sup a1 (2, *)-

These crucial strict inequalities were left to be proved in order to obtain existence of
maximizers for any topology. The main attempt was to prove that the following topolog-
ical perturbations of a Riemannian surface (X, g) strictly increase the first renormalized

eigenvalue of a new surface (X, g.) obtained from (X, g) by ”increasing” the topology:

e Gluing a small handle at a small neighborhood of two points of ¥ for A\; or &; of
area ¢ — 0. (2. is the connected sum of ¥ and a torus or a Klein bottle depending
on orientation-preserving gluing or not)

e Making a cross-cap at a small neighborhood of one point of ¥ for A or &; of area
e — 0 (X. is the connected sum of ¥ and a projective plane)

e Making a small hole in 3 for ; by removing a disk of boundary length ¢ — 0 (the
boundary of 3, has one more connected component)

e Gluing a small strip at a small neighborhood of two points of the boundary of 3
for a1 of length ¢ — 0 (There are four cases of new topology for Y. depending
on gluing along two points of the same boundary component or not and gluing
preserving the orientation or not)

In all these cases, while we know that A\ (2., 3.) = M (2, 9) or 51(2c, §.) — 71(2,9) as
€ — 0, we aimed at proving:

(03) 5\1(287.&6) > 5‘1(279) or 51(267.&6) > 51(279)
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for € small enough with a fine asymptotic analysis. With such monocity results, we could
use (Xc,g:) as a test Riemannian surface for the variational problem A;(v) or o1(7,b),
assuming that (3, g) is a maximizer for a lower topology. We recently used such a glueing
argument in the context of maximization of linear combinations of first and second eigen-
values in [Pet23a] and [Pet23b]. In [FS16], [MS19a] and [MP20], the authors betted that
the monotonicity results ((.3]) should occur and developped subtle original techniques for
the asymptotic analysis on eigenvalues under topological perturbation. All these papers
contain a gap that prevents from the result they intended, but are still interesting for the
accuracy of the asymptotic expansion of eigenvalues. After all these investigations it is
not clear that such a monotonicity result holds true for any choice of (3, g).

In [KKMS24], the authors managed to use in addition that (X, ¢g) is also a maximizer
for the lower topology to obtain new existence results in various situations. In their proof,
they replace the Riemannian surface (i‘,a, g:) by (i‘,a, g:), where g, is a maximizer of A\
(or &1) in the conformal class of g.. Let’s give details on the structure of their proof for
A1 when ¥, is obtained from an orientable surface ¥ of genus 4 by gluing a small handle
at the neighborhood of p,q € ¥. We obtain a maximizing sequence (g:) for Aj(vy + 1).
In addition, for any €, g. is a maximizer of A1 in its conformal class so that there is a

sequence of harmonic maps @, : (3., g-) — S™ whose coordinates are first eigenfunctions.
Assuming by contradiction that Aj(y + 1) = A;(7), we obtain

5\1(2’9) =M() =My +1) > 5\1(26795) > 5\1(25796) - 5\1(279)

as € — 0. Thanks to this strong property, they quantified the smallness of the energy of
®. inside the added handle, so that the limit ® : (3, g) — S™ of ®. as ¢ — 0 on ¥ must
satisfy ®(p) = ®(gq). It led to the following result

(0.4) Vp,geX,3P,,:(X,9) = S", st Agdp e =M (2, 9)Pp 4 and @y 4(p) = Py 4(q).

A similar property holds in the context of Steklov eigenvalues. In their proof by contradic-
tion, the authors deduced that such a strong information is not possible if the multiplicity
of the first eigenvalue is known to be small. This is the case for surfaces of small genus by
classical topological bounds on the multiplicity [Che76] [Bes80] [Nad88|] [KKP14], or if we
know that the maximal metric g is equivariant. They also gave an argument that proves
that Aq(y) > A1(y—2). However, although they conjectured Theorem [0.4] by conjecturing
that (4] leads to a contradiction, we show in the current paper that something natural
is missing in their approach (see (0LH])).

Notice also that they use a technology that first appeared in [KS22] for the maximization
of A\; in a conformal class which is very different from [Pet23] and [Pet22a]. While it
brings more information, their technology is very specific to the maximization of the first
eigenvalue and cannot be used for Theorem

Let’s generalize to other spectral functionals. Similar gap assumptions are given for
the existence of any higher eigenvalue in [Pet18] and [Pet19] (see also an alternative proof
for Laplace eigenvalues [KNPP19]). As already said, the sphere and projective plane for
Laplace eigenvalues and the disk for Steklov eigenvalues do not realize the supremum
of the k-th eigenvalues (k > 2) so that the strict inequalities do not occur. In [Pet23],
[Pet24] we give the gap assumption for general positive combinations of eigenvalues that
can simply be stated as

VY € LT(X),inf E(E,-) < inf E(3,-) = Existence of a minimum of E(X, -)



7

where for closed surfaces X, L7 (X) is the set of surfaces obtained from X by cutting ¥ along
a finite number of disjoint closed curves and glue disks along the connected components of
the boundary of the (possibly disconnected) surfaces we obtain. The letters L7 stand for
"Lower Topologies”. If 3 is a surface with boundary, L7 (X) is the set of surfaces obtain by
cutting ¥ along a finite number of disjoint properly embedded curves with endpoints at the
boundary. The advantage of this formulation is the unification of all the gap assumptions.
In the current paper, we focus on the subset L7 C(X) of connected surfaces in L7 (). We
also proved in [Pet23], [Pet24] the following alternative gap assumption:
{‘VE < ﬁ’TC(E?,mf B, ) <inf BE, ) = Existence of a minimum of E(3,-)
inf £(X,-) <inf Ey(%,-)

where the second assumption ensures that the first eigenvalue of minimizing sequences
does not converge to 0 so that disconnections cannot occur. Notice that

- |inf B(Z,") < inf Ey(3, ) ¥ e LTC(D)
vE € LT(Z), {me(iz, ) =inf B(Z, ") - inf B(%,-) < inf Ey(%, ")

so that we can prove by induction gaps on ¥ assuming that the functional admits a
minimum for any ¥ € LTC().

In the same spirit as [KKMS24], the main step to obtain Theorem [(.3] (and Theorem
[0.4) in the orientable closed case is then to prove that if inf E(, ) = inf E(Y,-) where ¥
has genus v and 3 has genus v + 1, and if the minimum of E(3,-) is realized by g, we
obtain a contradiction. Under these assumptions, we prove in the current paper:

(0.5)
AgPpg=AE,9) - Ppyg
Vp,q € X,30p 41 (8,9) = En(nyg), St § p g is a (possibly branched) conformal map

Dpq(p) = Ppalq)
where A(X, g) := diag (M(2,9), -+ , A (2, g)) for some n such that A\, (X, g9) = A (2, 9)

and

n

Ensg) = {:17 € R™, Z)\i(E,g)x? = 1} .

i=1
Beyond the generalization to combination of eigenvalues, the new information compared
with (04) is the conformality of ®,,. This implies that the harmonic map ®,, is a
branched conformal minimal immersion. Therefore, given p € ¥ and letting ¢ — p along
v € T,% we obtain a branched minimal immersion ®,, , : ¥ — (5 4) such that D@, ,(v) =
0. By conformality, we deduce V®,, , = 0 and p is a branched point of ®,, and a conical
singularity of g. Since the result holds for any p, we obtain a contradiction.

In order to obtain (0.3]), instead of replacing (3., g-) by a maximizing sequence g. which
is maximal (and then critical) in a fixed conformal class leading to a sequence of harmonic
maps, we replace it by a maximizing sequence which is almost critical with respect to the
whole set of metrics, leading to a sequence of a almost harmonic maps which are almost
conformal. We definitely take into consideration that our variational problem holds in
the set of all metrics in the computation of the first variations. The selection of this
maximizing sequence is based on a Palais-Smale-like trick for locally Lipschitz functionals.
The choice of the variational space is crucial: not too weakly regular to be able to define
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eigenvalues and associated eigenfunctions and to compute the first variations, and not
too strongly regular to have a significant Palais-Smale-like condition. This variational
space is somewhat included into the space of Radon measures (dual space of continuous
measures) studied in [KokI4] and H~! (dual space of H') used in [Pet14] and [KNPS21],
and is not far smaller than their intersection. It is given in Section [II It is also used
for an alternative (and somewhat simpler than [Pet23]) proof of optimization of positive
combinations of eigenvalues in a conformal class in [Pet22a] for a more general result.

Side results and open questions. Our glueing method can be extended in the non
orientable closed case with the glueing of a cylinder that reverses the orientation. As
explained in [MS21] the existence result on a non-orientable surface Z? of non-orientable
genus & and Euler characteristic 2 — § (§ is the number of projective planes RP? that
appear in the connected sum L& ~ RP?4 - - - §RP?) holds if

AK(8) > AK(5 —1) and AK(8) > Ay Q%J)
where
AF(@S) = sup  Mi(EF,9)
gEMet(SK)

Notice that the large inequalities are true [CES03] [MS21]. Our analysis then gives the
following result

Theorem 0.4. For any 6 > 2 and for one among the non-orientable surfaces of genus
d and § + 1, A\; realizes a mazimum at a smooth (outside a finite number of conical
singularities) metric.

However, our analysis does not tackle the cross-cap glueing. The complete non ori-
entable case is then left open. In addition we would like to give a new conjecture in the
Steklov case (more adapted than Conjecture 1.29 in [KKMS24]) that would imply the very
analogous results to Theorem and Theorem in the context of Steklov eigenvalues.
This conjecture is true if ¥ is a surface of genus 0 (see [KKMS24]).

Conjecture 0.1. Let ¥ be a surface with a disconnected boundary 0%, and g be a mazi-
mizer of 61(%,-) then

I(p,q) € A(O%),V® € C(X,9), 2(p) # ®(q)

where A(OX) denotes the couples of points (p,q) such that p and q belong to disjoint
connected components of 0¥ and C(X,g) denotes the set of maps ® : (X,g9) — (B",S”‘l)
such that

Ay®=0in X
(0.6) 0,P =01(2,9) P on 92
® is a (possibly branched) conformal map.
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Organization of the paper. The first part of the paper is devoted to explain the trans-
formation of a minimizing sequence (i‘,a, J=, B ) into a Palais-Smale sequence (ie, Je, Pe) in
the adapted variational space. The second parts consider the necessary topological pertur-
bations that suffice to prove Theorem [0.3l Since the proofs are very similar, we chose to
develop in detail the case of handle attachment for Laplace eigenvalues on closed surfaces
(Section [2]), while in the case of strip attachments for Steklov eigenvalues (Section [B]) we
only detail what differs much from Section 2l In every case we start with the construction
of the initial minimizing sequence, then we prove the convergence of the Palais-Smale-
like modified sequence and we conclude by the contradiction (up to conjecture in the
Steklov case).

1. VARIATIONAL FRAMEWORK

In all the section, let ¥ be a smooth compact surface 93 = () (resp. 9% # () in the
context of optimization of Laplace (resp. Steklov) eigenvalues.

1.1. A distance between continuous Riemannian metrics. We denote Mety(X) the
set of continous metrics on . We endow this set with the following distance between
91,92 € Meto(X)

291, 92) = max <ln <v£§i{{o} gﬂx)(vw)) ! <veTx%\{0} 91(@(%”)))

where we notice that for g € Meto(X) and a symmetric 2-tensor h € S3(X) = T, (Meto(X)),
1
2

g th) (0 h@)(,0)) L h@)@ )
(1.1) T s ((vem\m} g(sc)(w)) +<vem\{0} g(sc)(w)))
=max /(h, h)g(2)

where we define for a local orthonormal frame (e, e5) with respect to g at the neighborhood
of x and hy, hy € S3(X) = Ty (Meto(X)),

(h1,ha)g(x) = Z hi(z)(ei(z), e(x)) - ha(z)(ei(w), e (z))

a scalar product that is independent of the choice of the orthonormal frame. Notice also
that (Metyg(X),0) is locally complete.

1.2. First properties of generalized eigenvalues on an adapted variational space.
We endow ¥ with a continuous metric g € Meto(X). We let B be the Banach space of
symmetric continuous bilinear forms 3 : H*(X) x H'(X) — R endowed with the norms

1B(e, )
Bl,= sup o2l
18lg = 50 Telalell,

where we denote |[¢|| g1 (4) the H ! norm of a function ¢ with respect to the metric g:

M%@=A&%+AW%Mg
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if ¥ is a closed surface and if we study Laplace eigenvalues or

el = | *dLg+ | [Vel2dA,
(9) ox b}

if ¥ is a compact surface with boundary and if we study Steklov eigenvalues. Notice
that the space H' is independent of the metric g and that all the norms ||¢|| Hi(g) for
g € Mety(X) are equivalent. As a consequence, the space B does not depend on the
metric g and all the norms ||3]|; are equivalent. We denote By the subspace of non-
negative bilinear forms of B. Let § € By and g € Mety(X). We set the k-th eigenvalue

Js IVgl? dA,
Me(g,8) = inf max —— 9 __~
£(9,6) VeG(Va) weV\{0}  Ble, ¢)
where Gy, (V) is the set of k-dimensional vector subspace of
Vs ={peC*(X),8(1,¢) =0}
Notice that we can replace Vs by its closure in H 1,
Vs ={p e H'(X),8(1,¢) =0}

in the definition of A\x(g, 8). Notice also that [0, 4+oc] is the set of admissible values of A
on By . Finally, we set the k-th renormalized eigenvalue

Mi(g: 8) = Mi(g, 8)B(1,1).

and by convention A = 0 if 3(1,1) = 0. Notice that in the case of Steklov eigenvalues on
compact surfaces with boundary, ox(g, 8) enjoys the same definition.

Proposition 1.1. \; is an upper semi-continuous functional on
G = Meto(X) x {B € By; (1, 1) # 0}
and N, and N, are locally Lipschitz maps on the open set
F ={(9,8) € Mety(X) x B4;B(1,1) #0 and A\(g,5) < +oo}

Moreover, for any A > 0,

Fp = {B € Meto(X) x By; (g, 8) <A}
is a closed set in Mety(X) x B.
Proof. Step 1: )\, is upper semi-continuous on G.

Let 8,5, € G and g,,g9 € Mety(X) such that 5, — 5 in B and g, — g in Mety(X).
If M\x(g,8) = 400, then, there is nothing to prove. We assume that Ai(g, ) < +oo. Let
V' € G (V) be such that

f2|v90|52,d149
max 279 9 < (g, 6) 46
A Bl =P
Then
Vel dA Vool dAy(1 + ¢48(gm,
Ne(gn Bn) < max Js Vely s T IVEly a4+ ¢0(90.9))

T pev\{0} 3 ( _ Bal) m(w)) N goen\l/%{o} B ( ) — Bn(L,p)?
n\P 7 LD P T Ba(L) n\$> @)~ B
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Let ¢ € V be such that ||z =1

(L) P i

Since A\;(g,8) < +00, we know that 5(¢, ) > 0, and that V is a finite-dimensional set,

inf L) >0
w€V7||s0||=1B((p ?)

and since 3(1,1) # 0, and /3, — [, we obtain that

Ak(Bn) < Ak(B) + 6+ o(1)
as n — 4o0o. Letting n — 400 and then 6 — 0, we obtain the property.

Step 2: )\, is continous on F' and F) is closed

Let (g,8) € F,(gn,Bn) € F be such that 5, — 5 in B and g, — g in Mety(X). We
assume that
A = limsup Ag(gn, Bn) < +00.

n—-4o00

Let Vi, € Gi(V3,) be such that
max ——————
peVuM0}  Bule, )
where the last inequality holds for n large enough. Then

Js IVelsdA, Js [Vely d4g
(g, B) < EI{}a\fO} B(1,0) B(Lp) eva\}EO} BLe)®
©EVn ﬁ( B 6(171)) PEVn B o) — A1)

In the current step, we denote all the H', H~! norms and norms on B with respect to
the metric g. Let p € V,,

B(1,¢)? 180 — BII2
Ble9) = 5y 2 Aulere) - (IIﬁn—ﬁHg B0 )Ilwllfm

We have the following general Poincaré inequality (see e.g [Zie89], lemma 4.1.3]):
5n(1,¢)>2 ‘5(1 )|’ / 2
— dA, < C Vel dA
(o= 50 e =elgipl, . fivebon

and we have that
[ 1velzan, < [ 1V, ddp, 1+ 6(00.0)

so that knowing that ¢ € V,,,

Ba(1,) |
<ol

1811, + 118 — Bllg
< (0 ( ST 5ug> + 1) (1+ ¢40(gn, 9)) (A +20) Bu(p, )

_)\k(,@n)+(5§A+2(5

+ 1> (1+¢40(gn, 9)) (Ae(Br) +0) Bnlp, )

and we obtain that
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so that letting n — +o00 and then § — 0, we obtain the expected result.
Step 3: )\ is locally Lipschitz on F'

Let (g,8) € F. Without loss of generality, we choose again all H!, H~! norms and
norms on B with respect to the metric g. We set A = Mg(g,8) + 1. Let g¢ and let

(91,51), (92, B2) € FAN B((g,),e0) be such that

max {Hﬂl - ﬁgHg,d(gl,gg)} =:e<2pand sup A, <A
B((g7ﬁ)7€0)

g0 exists by continuity of A\;. Let 0 < 6 < 1 we shall fix later and let V' € Gi(V3,) be such

that )
I5IVel,, dAg,
max —————— <)\ , + 4
eV \{0}  Bi(e, @) k(g1 51)

Then, we test the space

!

o 52(1790)
= {cp ~han Y E V} € Gx(Vs,)

in the variational characterization of Ag(ge, 32):

Vo|? dA
Ai(g2,02) < max f2| (’D|gz g2

/3 17 B 17
PEVAO} By <90 ~ B e~ 62((1,f))>

for ¢ € V, we have

Ba(1, ) Ba(l,0)\ (B2 — 1) (1, 0)?
165 <<p A ¥ 52(171)> =B1(p, ) + (81 — B2) (¢, @) — 501)
>81.0) — (181 — Baly + 2=l ) oy
ZP1\w, ¢ 1 — P2(lg B,1) - 20 Pl

We have the following general Poincaré inequality:

[ (o~ 2%9Y aa, <o 2

so that knowing that ¢ € V,

loliZn < (cH aodl 2

1,1
<Ap(e0)B1(p, )

2
An(eg) = <C <%> + 1> (14 cge0) (A+1),

and gathering all the previous inequalities, we obtain

fz |V<,0|§2 dAg, 2 !
Ak(g2,B2) < @g‘l/fﬁ(o} W <1 - < m) AA(€0)>
< (Mk(B1) +0) (1 + cge) (1 — Caleo)e) ™

1,.)
L) e

/ Ve dA,
1JY

+ 1) (1+¢40(g,91)) (Ak(B1) +6) Bi(e, »)

where
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where Cy(gg) = <1 + ﬁ) Ap(gp). Choosing g9 < (1,1) such that Cp(eg)eg < %,
we obtain

Ae(92, B2) < (Mk(g1,B1) +0) (1 +2Cx(e0)e) (1 + c4¢)
Now, letting 6 — 0, we obtain

Ae(92, B2) — Me(g1, B1) < A(2Ca(g0) + 2¢4) d ((91, 51), (92, B2))

Exchanging £; and (2, the same argument leads to

|Ak(g2, B2) — Ax(g1, B1)| < A(2Cx(e0) + 2¢4) d (g1, 51), (g2, 52)) -

For g € Mety(X), we set X the closure of X in B where

X = {(cp,w) e H' x H' — / e*UppdAg;u € C (2)}
b
in the context of Laplace eigenfunctions and

X = {(cp,w) eH'x H —
o0x
in the context of Steklov eigenfunctions. Notice that if g is another metric, dA; is ab-
solutely continuous with respect to dA, with a continuous density and dL; is absolutely
continuous with respect to dL, with a continuous density. Therefore, X and X are inde-
pendent of the choice of the metric.
We denote @ the set of squares of H! functions and Q = Span(Q.). One immediate
property of 8 € X is that 8 acts as a linear map on Q.

e“pipdLy;u € C° (E)}

Proposition 1.2. For any 8 € X, there is a unique linear map Lg:@Q — R such that
Vo, € H' (), Lg (69) = B (¢, )

and in particular
¥ € H' (), Ls (¢°) = B (4,¢) 2 0.
In addition, Lg € H™' and Lg € Mes(X), where Mes;(X) is the set of non negative

Radon measures (dual set of C°(X)) in the sense that there is a unique extension of Lg :
H'NC% = R to CO(X).

Proof. Let 0 € Q. Let {¢;}icr and {1, }jcs two finite families of H' functions and {t;}ier
and {s;};es associated families of real numbers such that

0=> tid; = s

iel jeJ
Then it is clear that
(1.2) D B (i i) =D 5B (1)
i€l JjeJ

Indeed, if e*** converges to 3 in B.

St [ vstin = Y, [ i,

el jeJ
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and letting k — +oo, we easily deduce (L2) (the Steklov case is analogous). Then we can
set a unique linear map Lg : Q — R such that

Vo € H'(X), Ls(¢%) = B(¢, ).
Of course, (¢, ») > 0. More generality, we compute that

Lp(4g) = L((& + ¥)* = (0 = ¥)*) = B(o + ¥, 0+ ) = B(o — v, & — ¥)) = 45(¢,¥).
It remains to prove that Lg € Mes;(X). Let ¢ € H' NC°. Then

La(e) = 18(1L, )] = | 1i 2kl < I 20 — |lipl| o Lg(1).
Lol = 18(1.9)] = | Jim [ et) < flpllco tim [ e = glonLs()

By unique extension of continuous linear operators, we obtain the expected result. O

We also obtain the immediate corollary for eigenvalues.

Corollary 1.1.

sup Me(9,8) = sup  sup M(g,8) = sup (g, 1) < +o0
gEMety(X),8eX\{0} gEMeto(¥) BeX\{0} gEMeto(%)

The finiteness can be deduced from Korevaar [Kor93|: he proved the latter strict in-
equality among smooth metrics g but it is still true for continuous metrics by smooth
approximation. The equalities are consequences of Proposition [[.T] and the definition of
X.

We also have the very useful compactness property of bilinear forms in X
Proposition 1.3. Let c¢,c > 0. Let 3 € X be such that 3(1,1) # 0, then the image of
Seer = {(¢,9) € H' x H'; 9|7 < ¢ and |93 < ¢}
and of

Spee = {(d,1) € V5 x Vz; /Z IV§|2dAg < ¢ and /Z IV 2dAg < ¢}

by B is a compact set. More generally if (3,) € X satisfies B, — B in X and if (¢n,Pn) €
ngcvc/, then there is a subsequence (¢j(ny,Vjm)) that converges weakly to (¢,v) € 5’57070/
in H' x H' and such that

Bim)(@5(n)s Limy) — B, 1)

as n — +oo

Proof. We first notice that if ¢ € W, then by the Poincaré inequality,

Ba(L,) |*

So that setting a = (1 +C (“g((lll)) Hj{il + 1>> cand b= (1 +C (“g((lll)) Hj{il + 1>> d,

we obtain that Sﬁn,c,c’ C Syp for n large enough.

Let (¢n,vn) € H' x H! be such that ||¢,|lzn < ¢ and ||¢,]|zn < ¢. By the weak
compactness of the ball of H', up to the extraction of a subsequence, we have that ¢,
and 1, weakly converge to ¢ and 1 in H'!. We aim at proving that

Br(dn,¥n) = B(¢, )

lolz- < C
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as n — 400. Let 6 > 0. Since f € X, there is a smooth positive function e?* such that
Hﬁ — 62“H < . By the compact injection of W2 C L?(e?“g), we have up to the extraction
of a subsequence that v, — 9 and ¢,, — ¢ in L?(e*"g) so that

/¢nwn62udAg—>/¢¢€2udAg.

b b

We obtain that

Bu(ns )~ 810.0)| < | [ owinetta, — [ oveaa,
b b

so that passing to the limit as n — 400,

lim sup |Bn (én, ¥n) — B(8,¥)| < dec’

n—-+00

+ (18n = Bl + 2118 = €*|]) e

and letting § — 0, we obtain the expected result. O

Notice also that all the norms N, g(¢)? = [y |V¢|3 + B(¢,¢) satisty for (g,8) €
Mety(X) x X the existence of an open neighborhood U, 5 and a constant Cy g such that

(1.3) V(3. 8) € Ugp, ¥ € H',C. AN, 5(0)° < Ny s(¢)* < CypN, 5(4)°

1.3. Existence of eigenfunctions and first variation of generalized eigenvalues.
In [PT24], we obtain from the compactness property (Proposition [[L3)) that the spectrum
associated to (g, 3) € Metg(X) x X is discrete, that is

and in particular that the multiplicity of eigenvalues is finite and that there is a Hilbert
basis (with respect to 3(:,-) or N, g) of eigenfunctions. Notice that an equation on eigen-
functions
Agp = AB(ep, ")

does not provide more regularity of eigenfunctions than H' and has to be read in the weak
sense with respect to g: Agp € H™! is the map ¢ € H' — fz (VeV))gdA,. The same
notation can be used in the Laplace and Steklov case. Notice also that if 3 is connected,
Ao = 0 is a simple eigenvalue associated to the constant functions.

As soon as (g, ) belongs to the interior of Meto(X) x X Proposition (L3]) and the norm
equivalence (IL3)) also provide computations of the directional derivatives, the generalized
directional derivatives, the classical subdifferential, and the Clarke subdifferential [Cla75]
of

E: (97/8) |—>F(5\1(g,/8), 75‘771(975))
where F : (Ri)m — R such that 9;F < 0 for any 1.

0E(g,B) C co {Z di(g, B)Xi(g. 8) (1, 0i) — (1,1)) 5 (¢1, -+ dm) € Om(ﬂ)}
i=1

where d;(g, 8) = 0; F(A1(g,8), -+ , Am(g, B)) and O, () is the set of orthonormal families
(¢1,- -+, dm) with respect to S such that for all 1 < i < m, ¢; is an eigenfunction with
respect to A;(g, 5).

In the current paper, we will need right directional derivatives on points (g, 3) that do
not belong to the interior of Meto(X) x X. For that reason, we will not use the Clarke
supdifferential in the current paper. However, the abstract analysis in [PT24] also works
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as soon as the variation (g, ) + t(h,b) belongs to the admissible set as ¢ N\, 0. For the
sake of completeness, we write this computation in our context:
We denote by

i(k) := min{i € N*; \; = A}
I(k) := max{i € N"; \; = \¢}
Proposition 1.4. For (g,8) € Meto(X) x X, and (h,b) € S3(X) x X,

(1.4) AN Veg, i(k)+1(Ex(9,8)) $€V\{0}

- max min  Q
Vegl(k) k+1(Er(9,8)) 9V \{0} (hvb)(qb)

where

V|2 _
Q(h,b)(¢):/2<’ j‘gg—dqﬁ@d(ﬁ,h) dAg + Ak(g, B) (b(1,1) — b(9, 9))

g

Proof. The right-hand terms are equal as a consequence of the min-max formula for the
quotients of a quadratic form by a positive definite quadratic form on finite-dimensional
spaces. Notice that from Proposition [LT) we have that A\i(5 + thb) — A\ (8) as ¢ \, 0.

We denote by

¢z(k o ¢I(k
a family of S-orthonormal eigenfunctions associated to the eigenvalues

Nik) (g +th, B +1b) < -+ < Appy(g + th, B+ tb)

we rename )\f(k) <. < )\’f,(k) that all converge to \; := M\¢(g,5) as t — 0. Up to the

extraction of a subsequence as t — 0, ¢! converges to ¢; weakly in H 1 and
(B+1b) (¢ — ¢}, 0 — ¢1) = 0

as t — 0. Passing to the weak limit on the equation satisfied by ¢! and to the strong limit
on (8 +tb) (¢}, ¢%) = d; j, we obtain

Ag¢i = Akﬁ(¢w ) and /8(¢27 ¢]) = 52]
for i(k) <i,j < I(k). Integrating the equation with respect to ¢; proves that

/M|V¢z-|§dAg=Ak6<¢i,¢z>—hmxtﬁwz,@ ) = lim / Vol 2dA,

so that ¢! converges strongly in H*.
For i(k) <i < I(k). We set R! := ¢! — mp(¢!) where for v € H'

1(k)

(V) == v — Z B(v, di)di

i=i(k)
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is the orthogonal projection of v on E(g,3) with respect to 3. We have for v € H*

/ (VRiVv)ydAg — MeB(R}, v) =M(B +tb) (¢}, v) — MeB(5,v)
)

+ </Z<VUV¢§>gdAg - /Z(V’UngDthdAth)
=(Ai = AR)B(9%, ) + Aitb(¢, )
" < [ wovalyyan, - [ <WV¢§>g+mdAg+th>
so that setting

(1.5) of = |\l = M| + ¢+ /B(RL RY)

and
R,

i
@;

(1.6) R =

Let’s prove that fff is bounded in H'. Let v € H', we have that

/ VRIVudA, =\B(RLv) + 8L8(6t ) + Nb(eh,v)
>

+ % </z (VoVel),dA, — /Z(VUV¢§>g+thdAg+th>

so that

/ VR!VvdA, + B(R!,v)
b

< ((Ak 1) B RYIBI + (51181 + X + €) ||¢§HH1) ol

so that by the Riesz theorem associated to the Hilbert norm Ng, and the equivalence
of the H' norm and the Ng norm, we obtain that R! is bounded with respect to Ng as

t — 0. By equivalence between the H' norm and the norm N 3, again, Rﬁ is bounded in
H'. Then, up to the extraction of a subsequence as t — 0,

Rt — R; weakly in H 7/ =7, &t — 6.

Passing to the weak limit in the equation, we obtain for v € H!

/Z(VUVRi>gdAg — MB(Ri,v) =0:8(i,v) + Tideb(¢i, v)

+/ (dv@dqﬁi—Mg,h) dAg
> 2 9

(1.7)

In addition, up to the extraction of a subsequence,

B(R; — Ri, B} — ;) = 0
as t — 0 and we obtain because of the definitions (L3 and (L6
(1.8) B(Ri, By) +16:] + 7 = 1
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Now, we integrate (L7 against ¢; and we obtain that

Vol
(1.9) 0iB(¢i, di) + Tidb(i, i) +/2 <d¢" © dei - | ;Mg

g, h) dAgy = 0.
g

Now, we assume by contradiction that 7; = 0, then by (LJ), 6 = 0 and by [I7), R; €
E(B) N E(B)e@) = {0}. This contradicts (L8). Therefore 7; # 0 and

—Nib(i, 6i) — [ (d@ ® dop; — Y2la g h>gdAg

Integrating (L7)) against ¢; for j # 4, we obtain that

Vo,V
Bl (6106) = Nl 05) — [ (o gy = 2Ty 1) da, —o

9
Ti

g

so that @y, -, ¢rr) are nothing but an orthonormal basis with respect to 8 that is
. . . . &; 1)

orthogonal with respect to By y). Since in addition we have that ** < ... < &

Titk) =TIk
classical min-max formulae for orthonormal diagonalization give

5 . By (v,0)

= min max
Ti VEGi_imy1 (Bx(®) veV\{0}  B(v,v)

Since the right-hand term is independent of the choice of the subsequence as t — 0, we
obtain that the directional derivative exists and

AL — )\ ot s
lim — ' = lim — = -
t\0 t tN\O T; T
completes the proof of the proposition. &

1.4. Regularization of minimizing sequences into minimizing Palais-Smale-like
sequences. Let 0. > 0 be such that §; — 0 as ¢ — 0 and (g, 5:) € A be such that
(1.10) E(§e, B.) < inf E + 62,
where the choice of §. will depend on the construction of the initial minimizing sequence.
We would like to transform this minimizing sequence into a Palais-Smale sequence using
the Ekeland variational principle [Eke74].

Since this fonctional is lower semi-continuous in the complete set

A- = {g € Meto(¥);0(g,9:) < 1} x {8 € X, 8(1,1) > 1}

where A. is endowed with the distance

d=((g1,B1), (92, B2)) = max (0(g1, 92); [|51 — B2llz.)
the Ekeland variational principle gives the existence of (g, 8:) € A. such that

(1-11) ds((é&yﬁe)a (geyﬁe)) <0
and for any (g, ) € A.,
(1.12) E(g:,B:) — E(g,8) < 6-d- ((9e,B), (9,8)) -

Now, we prove the existence of a quasi-Euler-Lagrange equation for the Palais-Smale
sequence (ge, B:). We set A = \;(ge, Bc) the i-th Laplace generalized eigenvalue. In the
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following proposition we can replace X by the of := 0;(g., B) in the context of generalized
Steklov eigenvalues and the proof is very similar if in Step 3 we replace integrals of bgV’
and 0V in ¥ by integrals on 9.

Proposition 1.5. There is a map ®.: ¥ — R" € H' (X,R") such that
Aggq)s = Bs (qu)g, )
where Ae = diag(A5, -+ A5, ,A%) € My (R) and B: (A-®.,.) : HY(Z,R") - R and
|<I>5|?\E >uc1—02in % (resp. in OX in the Steklov case)
where ||95H%{1(§6) < ¢0: and

Vo2
dP, ® db, — 5 ge, h dAg | < 2c0.||hl|,.
9ge

Vh € SE(%), /

by

where [|h||g. = sup,ex v/ (b, h)g. (z) and
Bs (qu)g, (1)5) = Bs(la 1) =1+ 0(58)

and

m -1
o= (S aaroi )
i=1

In addition, we have that for any 1 < k < m,

(1.13) dooBg )= >
i€{jAs=A%} ie{iiAs =3}

where for 1 <i < m,

(1.14) t: = —c. - O, F(N], -+, \%,).

Proof. We follow several steps. Step 1 follows from the computation of a right directional
derivative. Step 2 is a direct consequence of Step 1 and Ekeland’s variational principle.
Step 3 uses a Hahn-Banach separation argument.

Step 1: Let (h,b) € S3(¥) x X, then there is (¢1,* , dm) € Om(ge, Bc) such that
im E(ge + th, B +tb) — E(ge, B¢)

(1.15) lim - = Qup)(d1,  , dm)
where
m V(bz 2
Q) (b1, Im) = Z —df/2 (‘ 5 s ge — do; ® dgp;, h) dA,,
(1.16) = - gz
+ Z —d; A7 (b(1,1) — b(9i, b4))
=1
and

d}? = di(gaaﬁa) = _aiF()‘l(gaa/Ba)v T 7)‘m(g*3755)) > 0.

Proof of Step 1: It is a straightforward consequence of proposition [L4] by a chain rule
on directional derivatives.
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Step 2: For all (h,b) € S3(X) x X, there is ® := (¢, , ) € O (ge, B) such that
Q(np)(®) = —emax(|[h]lg.. [[0]l5.)

Proof of Step 2: Let (h,b) € S3(X) x X, then we test (g- + th, B + tb) in (LI2)) for
t > 0 small enough and divide by ¢. We obtain

E(ge, Be) — E(ge + th, B: + th) 6(9e, ge + th) 1Bl >
t t P

Letting t \, 0, Step 1 gives the existence of ® := (¢1,- -+ , dm) € Op(ge, Be) such that the
left-hand term converges to —Q s, )(®). For the convergence of the right-hand term, we
just use that ¢ is nothing but the geodesic distance on the set Mety(2) endowed with the
Riemannian metric defined by ||h||, on the tangent space S3(X) of g € Meto(X).

Step 3: We prove that K N F # () where K and F are two subsets of (S2(X))* x L?(g.)
K =co {(a<1>7b<1>) + (L792)§ ¢ € On(ge, Be);0 € H1(§6)§ ”9‘@{1@5) < dg; HL”;E < 26&}

gemax<

where we denote for ® € O,,(ge, 5:)

5 € |V¢7‘|£2]s £ 2
(a0, ba) =D d5 | doi @ do — —-ge, X5 (67 — 1)
i=1
and for L € (S2(X)),]| - |l¢.)* the dual norm as
(L, h)]

|L|;. == sup
g heSE(%) Hh”gs

and

F={(0,f); f =0}
Proof of Step 3: Notice that S2(X) can be seen as a subset of (S3(X))* via the injection
ke SHE) — <hl—> / (k,h), dAgE> € (S3()"
b

We assume that K N F = (. Then, by Hahn-Banach separation theorem, there are
(h,V) € S3(X) x L*(ge) and k € R such that

feL?e).f> 0;/ VfdA; > —r
b

/(%,h)gs dAg. + (L, h) +/ beVdA;, +/ 0?V < —k
% % %

We first notice that x > 0 (choose f = 0 in the first inequation). We also notice that V has
to be non-negative almost everywhere (choose f = nmax{—V,0} in the first equation and
let n — +00). By Step 2, let ® € O,,(¥) be such that Q, vy (®) > —emax([|h|l,., [V 5.)-
The second equation implies that for all § € H'(g.) such that [|6]|3,, G.) < 0 and L €

(S2(X))* such that L[5, < 0

Q(h’v)(@) +/292Vd14g5 + <L,h> < —K
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and we obtain that
[ 02V, + (L) < <o+ dmax(bl, V1)
Choosing L = 0 and knowing that the following supremum is realized, we obtain

max / 02VdA,, < o max(|hll,.. |V ]s.)
by

1(5 2
0EH G 1012 o

so that max(||h|lg., |Vl5.) = ||l It is clear that h # 0 and chosing # = 0 and taking L
and —L and then the supremum,

< (L, h)|
p > O¢
Le(sz() L)z, <2 17l

which gives a contradiction and we get Step 3.

We conclude the proof of the proposition by taking an element of K N F' and renormal-
izing by c.. O

2. LAPLACE SPECTRAL FUNCTIONALS IN THE HANDLE CASE

2.1. Choice of the initial minimizing sequence. This subsection is devoted to the

construction of ., §.f., g, B- that satisfies (LI0), (TI1), (CI2) in order to apply later
Proposition for a well chosen 0. — 0 (see (23])). Let ¥ be a compact surface. We
assume that a Riemannian metric g realizes the absolute minimizer

E(g,1)= inf E(31
(9:1) ot s (9,1)

We now take p, g two distinct points on 3 and [ > 0 and we denote

Yo =X\ (D(p) UD:(q))
and

le le
0175 = 681 X |:—§, §:|
that we glue along their boundary:
ig = (Ee U Cl,a)/ ~

where ~ is a glueing along dD.(p) and 9,Cj. = eS! x {—%E} and along 9D.(¢q) and
02C ¢ = eSt x {%} that preserves the orientation. We denote . the L metric on X,
equal to g on X, and to the flat metric on Cj.. Up to a standard regularisation procedure
by the heat kernel of §., we can assume that §. is continuous on X, without affecting
the following estimates on eigenvalues. We aim at computing an asymptotic expansion
of X\i(Xc,3:) and of E(g.,1). For that, we use Laplace eigenvalues u§ with Neumann
boundary conditions on ¥, := 3\ (D:(p) UD.(q)) endowed with the metric g. First we

give uniform estimates on eigenfunctions

Claim 2.1. For A > 0, there is a constant C := C (X, A) such that any eigenfunction ¢,

associated to a Laplace eigenvalue on (3., g-) bounded by A such that H%HLZ@E) =1 and
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any eigenfunction 1. associated to a Laplace eigenvalue with Neumann boundary condition
on (X¢,g) bounded by A such that ||7/)€HL2(25) = 1, we have

/1 1
HQDeHLoo(iE) < lng and H¢€||Loo(ig) < lng

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume that g is conformally flat on a disk D5 at the
neighborhood of 0. We set
1
fe(r) = o /Sr Pe-

By a trace Sobolev inequality, we have that

£ ()] < Clelmsg < CVIFA

and on the annulus D \ D,, we have that
)= £ = [ VeVinlads
D\D,

so that by conformal invariance of the Dirichlet energy,
1
£ < 1D+ 190l 2. IV I ol 2yp,) < OVIT A+ /2080

Now, for 4e < r < 1, we write the equation on @.(x) := @ (rz) in Dy \]D)%
Ap, = 742‘/:3,7“()5&

where ||V, ;|| < K where K is independent of ¢ and r

@ — fo(r)] ) < H@a_fa(r)uy( + [|Ag||

DQ\D%) L2 (DQ\D%)

where by a Poincaré inequality and conformal invariance of the Dirichlet energy,

1Ge — f=(r)ll ) <OV (e = fe(r) HL2(

Lo (]D)z \ID) 1
2

<V
L2(IDJ2\IDJ% DQ\D%) =C "DEHU(E)

and where

[A (e = f(r)) | ) §T2(1+K)||95ellmo(

L2 (DZ\Dl DZ\D;)
2 2

so that gathering all the previous inequalities, we obtain

/ 1 l 2
||(’D€HLOO<D2T\D%> S C ln ; + C \/K—i_ r (1 + K)H(p€HLoo<D2T\D£>

so that letting 2e < r < rg with rg small enough,

1
e (7, 0)] < |l@ellLoe s \p,y < C/In .

Notice that exactly the same arguments holds for 1. so that

1

[P (1, 0)| < ll@ellLoe Dy, \D,) < Cy/In s
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In order to complete the proof, we rescale via a conformal diffeomorphism 6. the equa-
tion of ¢, in N
e \ Yge = ((D4€(p) U D4E(Q)) N Ee) U Cl,a

into an equation of a function @, in a cylinder C, where C. = 6 l(i‘a \¥4c) has a uniformly
bounded modulus:
Ap. = V.. in C
where V; is uniformly bounded. Similarly, the equation of . in
25 \ 24& = (D4€(p) U D4E(Q)) N 25

into an equation of 1/35 on two flat annuli Dy \ Dy

A%& = azﬁa in Dy \ Dy

Ortpe = 0 on ODy.
In both cases, we can write again by elliptic estimates and a Poincaré inequality that

@<l zoo() < [fo(@)] + IVRell2) + 1AGe | 2(0)

that gives with similar arguments as before

[ 1
H‘P6|’Loo(ijg\z45) <C hlg'

Similarly, regularity for elliptic equations with Neumann boundary condition gives

el poo@) < |£2(E)] + I V¥ell i) + 1A% r2(q)

1
el (masan) < CyfIn .

that implies

and gathering all the previous inequalities ends the proof of the Claim. O
Proposition 2.1 (Matthiesen-Siffert [MS19a], Lemma 5.5 and Theorem 5.1). Given
k € N*, we denote ui,--- ,pu; the k first non-zero Neumann eigenvalues of Xe := 3\

(D:(p) UD.(q)). Then
VI <i <k,puf > N(E,9) — O(E?)

Proof. Step 1: We let 1. be the extension of ¥, on ¥ obtained by a harmonic extension
on D (p) UD.(q). We prove that there is a constant C' such that

[Pe w2 . pyum. () < Cllvellwrzs,)

Proof of step 1: It suffices to prove this inequality in a chart at the neighborhood of p.
Letting f.(x) := ¥-(p + ex), we have by trace embedding theorems and elliptic theory for
harmonic functions that

| fellz oy < Cllfellm o2\
IV fellL2y < ClIV fellL2 2\
that rescale to

220, < €2 (I0elEamaionmeion + IV 0200

Vel L2, ) < ClIVYell L2(Dy. (0)\D. (p))
completing the proof of Step 1.
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Step 2: We prove that there is a constant C' := C(X,A) such that for any Laplace
eigenfunction with Neumann boundary conditions 1. in (¥, g) such that ||[¢[|2(x. ) = 1
with eigenvalue p. bounded by A satisfies

/ 0,0 ? < Ce
Se (p)USe (q)

Proof of step 2: By Step 1, there is a constant C' > 0 such that
[ellwzmy < CllYellwrzs
We let a. be the solution of the following equation
Aa, = ,uei)e inD
a. =0on S

so that h. := 1. — a. is a harmonic function in D\ D.. Since Aca. is bounded in W12, we
obtain by standard elliptic regularity that c. is bounded in C' by 1 llw1.2(s.) so that

/‘ 0,06 ? < Clle w2
< (P)USe(q)

Now, let’s focus on h.. We have that

[hellwrzm\pe) < Cllvellwzs,
Oyhe| = |0yac| < CHTpeHWL?(EE) on S:(p) USc(q)

Now let’s write the Fourier expansion of h,

he =a-+blnr+ Z (cnr" + ar_") e™?
nez*

where we drop the index ¢ of all the coefficients a,b € R, ¢,, € C. We have that for ¢ < %
(cnr" +e,r

[
D\D. D\De | vz

1 1
> Z <|c |2/ 2n+1d’r’—|—2Re(CnC_n)/ Tdr—|—|c_n|2/ r_2"+1dr>
€ €

nez*

—n) ein@

’Cn’ (1 o E2n+2) ’ nHC—n‘ + ’c—nlz( 2—2n _ 1))

[V
N
)
3
+
[\

2 2n —2

|c1 1 2

< 1 1-¢ 5 + Je_1] ln 8

U1 |2 _al? 1
( TR I
4 €

2
> ( ’Cn’ <1 2n+2 _ 1) + ‘C—n’ (62—2n 11— 2(’1’L2 _ 1)))
n>2

2n+2 2n — 2 4
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so that it is clear that the harmonic function ), -, cne™?r™ is bounded by by [[vc||wz2es,)

in L?(D). Similarly, we also have that Y n>1Cne mfpn is bounded by by [ w25,y in
L?(D). Therefore the function

56 — E : (CneznG _|_—C_ne—2n9> rn

n>1

is bounded in C* by [[¢c[ly12(s,) and

/ 0812 < Ol s =
Ss(p)USs q
Now, we let v, := . — a. — B and we have that

Ye=a+blnr+ Z <c_ne_m9 + Eeme) r"
n>1

By a classical Pohozaev identity on harmonic functions,

/Sl <r2 Iy (r, 0) 2 — !’Ye(r,e)\2> &0

does not depend on r. We have that

/ Ivo(r,0)[>do = O (%) as r — +00
! r
and that
/ % |y (r, 0)* d6 = / 7210y (v — blnr))|* df + 27b? = 27b% + O <:—2>
st st

as r — +oo so that

|0 el” = 07" — — < 10,71 < C”QpEHWl’?(Es)E
Se(p) Se(p) = Se(p)

and the same property holds on S.(¢). Gathering all the previous inequalities completes
the proof of Step 1.

Step 3: Let 7. be the continuous extension of ¢, in ¥ that is harmonic in D, (p) UD:(q).
We have that

/ Vi < Clle s, e
De (p)UDe (q)

as ¢ — 0.

Proof of Step 3: In polar coordinates in a conformally flat chart centered at p, we use

foi= 1 (wa(s,e) _ /S 1 wa(a,a)da>
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as a competitor for the energy of the harmonic extension of (e, 6) fsl e (g, a)dar which
has the same energy as .. Then

v A€ 2 S v £ 2
/Ds(p) IV /Ds(p) V5
1 € 2
S ([ (Lameoras [ (wen- [ v ) o)

<C [ ol 0Pd0 =Ce [ (000 < Clelra,
S

Se(p)

where we used the Poincaré inequality on the circle to obtain the first term in the third
line and Step 1 to obtain the last inequality. Of course, such a computation also holds in
the neighborhood of q.

Step 4: We test the eigenfunctions with Neumann boundary conditions extended har-
monically in D.(p) UD.(q) denoted by 9§, -- ,4f in the variational characterization of
A:(2, g) and complete the proof of the proposition.

Proof of Step 4: We have the existence of a. € S* such that
k k 5
oIV (Shoafdf) P Sl (@64 + o, gyn.io |V (Sio i) P
2 _—
Js ( i=0 05 f) Yo (af)”

/\k(279)

<uk+§j/ Vi < 45+ 0 ()

p)UDe (q)
where we used Cauchy-Schwarz inequalities and Step 2. &

Corollary 2.1. We have that

. 1
2.) MEa) 2 M(E0) - 0 (21
and

. 1
(2.2) E(X.,3:) < E(Z,9)+0 <€2 In E)
Proof. Let gpg,gg‘i, <, 95 be an orthonormal family of eigenfunctions associated to the
eigenvalues )\Q(Za, Ge), - Mi(Be, ge), we have the existence of a. € S* such that the func-
tion 1. ==Y, _oayf satisfies

< Jo\@. (). (4 |V¢€| 4y _ fz |V¢e 2.dA;,
fz\ (De (p)UDe (g (% a fz ¢€ fc dAgs

- 1
<N(2e,5:) +O <l&72 In E)

Q

s ¢ — 0 where we used Claim 2. and we use proposition 1] to conclude for equality
@I). @2) easily follows since F is a C! function, eigenvalues are uniformly bounded and

A(Xe, ge) = AR, 9) — 0(52)- %
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As a conclusion, we define

(2.3) 5. = cey[In (é)

for some well chosen constant ¢ > 0 and construct the previous Palais-Smale approximation

(CI0), (CII), (CI2) to the sequence §. and B. = T 1(2  on . pullbacked on a fixed
ge €

surface X by a bi-Lipschitz diffeomorphism.
2.2. Some convergence of w. to 1 and first replacement of ®.. We set

We = 4/ ’(I)E’is +93 = ’(I)E’As

We first prove that [5_ \Vwa’?kdflgs converges to 0 and that ®. has a similar H'(g.)

behaviour as %
€

Claim 2.2. We have that

(2.4) / Veor2 dAg, + /
P e

as € — 0.

Proof. We first prove

(25) L (e (1- 2 )) <06

€

as € — 0. Since w, > 1, and \CI%]?\E < w?, we have that

L. (rAa@EF (1 - %)) < (max A7) Le (w2 — w:))

€
<max X (Le (19:3.) + Le (62) — L.(1))
so that

1
e (Il (1= ) ) < max39) L62) < (mox D) 1521y, 192 B < 1181, O

)

as € — 0 by proposition and since we know that
1Bellg. < M1l + 111 = Bellz. < 14 O(6)
by (LII) and we obtain (Z3).

We know prove (2.4)). Along the following computations, in all the integrations with
respect to Y., the gradient and the area measure are taken with respect to g.:

o, ? @\ |2
/ v—= —/ V|3 —/ v<q>€——€>
> A R © s We /A,

We
——2 <vq>€,v (@E - ‘I’;>> Y NS (@a - %>
e We /[ Ae S We
P, 9 1
=28 (Aedo A (@ — 22)) = —2r. (1A (1 =) ) = 06
We We
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where we tested A®, = B.(A.P.,.) in X, against A.. <<I>€ - %>, and we used (2.5]).
In particular, we have

.\ |? )
o= [ o2 <L (2
Ns We A5 i: We

as ¢ — 0 and knowing that with the straightforward computations we have

2

ﬂV%&>+O@)
Ae

@ | o, |? 2402 ¢
'V—E — Vo3 =(1-w?)|V—= —yv%y?Lt%Lz—av%veE
We A € We Ae = We
2 (I)s 2 2 95 2 2
:(1 —we) V—| —|Vw” = |—=Vw.— V.| + |V,
€ 1A We
where
—Vuw, — V| =w?|V=
We We

we obtain that

o, | 0. |? ®.\ |
/ (w?—1) ‘V—e +/ |Vw€|2+/ wilv= +/ v <<I>€— —€>
5 We Ac 5 5 We D) We Ac
< [ Vo0
as € — 0 and we conclude by Proposition again. &

2.3. Quantitative convergence of eigenvalues and quantitative energy bounds.
We recall that Aj := A\p(Xc, g, Bz) and that A\, := A\ (X, 9)

N <A+ 0 (%)
lng

Proof. We let n. € C*>(X:) be a function such that 7. = 1 in Y 0<n <1
and [ |Vne|* < ln% and we test (pone, - ,@rNe) in the variational characterization of

Me(Ze, ge, B ). We have that

Claim 2.3. For all k € N*

as € — 0.

/ZV (ne9f) V (ne5) = /E(n,? — 1)V Ve, +2/Znevne (Vo + ¢ Vi)

1
+/‘V775\2%90j=0(5)+0 a +O< 1)
)

1
lng

and for any 1 <1i,5 <k,

|8 (@ine, jne) —/i 255 Ag.] < 18 = Uls, g l19imell 1 s, gy limell s, 5.y = O ()
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by (LII) so that
Be(ine; 57e) Z/Zsoz-sonrO(ck)-
Then
X < sup f~5|V(ZiqinssD2) fk'dAg'E 2,995 Js (Vg Vig5)s.
aesk Be ((O2; aimel) , (32; atnegL)) Zw a; ajﬁa(na% ) 776%‘)

where a. realizes the supremum. Then, by (2.3)

S 0505 [5 (Vngf, Vi), 2iaf)? [5IVeilgdAg + O (mf;) +0 <1n1§)
Ei,j a; a]ﬂs(@me, ©jne) B >i(a5)? [ ¢©? — O(eln %)
1
_M+0 ()
=T 1-0(.

and we obtain the expected result. &

~— o 1|

Up to the extraction of a subsequence, we assume that for all 7,
/\;3 — V;

as € — 0. Since § ({A; }i<n.) < m, {v;} is also finite even if n. — +o00 as ¢ — 0. We denote
(p5) an increasing sequence such that {A;bi<p<m = {15 hi<j<s

Aj ={ieN;y; = ,uj}

AS = A0 {1, ne}
Since the increasing sequence {\}i1<i<pn_ contains at most m numbers, if n. — 400, Ay
is infinite and A = A; are finite for j < J.

We also denote for > 0. E_,(g) the set of eigenfunctions of (X, g) associated to the
eigenvalue p. Of course, if 1 is not an eigenvalue, E_,(g) = {0}. We also denote

Eq, = Z E_,(9) and E., := Z E_,(9).

0<v<pu 0<v<pu

We also denote m—,, m<,, T, the orthogonal projections with respect to L?(g) of E—,(g),

E<u(9), E<u(9)-
We let 7. € C*° (X¢) be a function such that n. =1 in Y/ 0<n <1and

(2.6) / Vel < —

l
e

Lemma 2.1. Let1 < jo < J and 1, -- s Pay, be an orthonormal family of eigenfunctions
associated to all the eigenvalues that belong to Aj, = {\i; \i # 11,0 < i < m}. Then for
all i € A%

Jo”
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Proof. Let 1 < j < aj,, A the eigenvalue of ¢; and i € A5, we have that
A Tkﬂtp]’ = (bs Aggp] / \Y < o ) V;dA,
Y We p)

: =
=/~ ﬁvnev%dz‘lgs Jr/~ NV <ﬁ> V;dAg,
€ We € We

€ 1
/ <¢ )w]dAgs / v (¢f <— - 1)) VisdA,, + / VTV, dA,,
€ We is We ig
1
= /~ \Y (Qf <w_ - 1>> V‘PJdAgs + )‘656( 2790])
. e

S 9ilAy = THIL [+ 1T+ IV 4V [+ VI+VII

/ ¢’VnaV<pdAgs+ [ t-vv (¢)v JdA;,

We

(L), o Lo (2)9), o)
L) o s (5 (-2) )

od 2 [ od
+ A5 <ﬁ€< ,Pi ) — o QidA;. | + A5 . —cp] (nedAg. — dAy)

We

that

so that

=) [ 2

and by Cauchy-Schwarz inequalities

5 e\ 2
e fronton | (%) o < 5 [ (4) o0 em

(> (1 2
I[2§[ v dAQE/ V|2 dA, <Cs/ v dAg.
el We D /z(p,a)\D=(p,q) < We
¢ |
I11? < 52 / V-l d4s By (LID)
€ € gs

1 2
1V <20 /Z (1—;) V652 Az, /E V652 dAg,
A
+2C - _22 dAgg/: ‘vwE’?)gdA?)s
Eg OJ€ Es

oN 2
<C's, ( [ vetans s [ (%) dAgg)bym
Ye S \We

V2 < CB.(65, %) (1 - 1- i) < C6.B.(65, %)

e We
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since Le(w?) = Le(1) + Le(02) = 1 + O(6:) and w. > 1 (beginning of the proof of Claim
2.2))
2 5\ 2
VI? < Cé. </ v dAj. +/ <—> dAgE> by (CII)

ge We
AN
VII? < C (< +5§)/~ (—) dA;.

€ wE

o

We

and

Then using again that ‘

o and Hgb?”?{l(gs) are controled by S.(¢F,¢5), and using

H(ge)

([23) we obtain
) 2
: C
> (@ -0 [ 2 %> < (5, 65).
, n=-
J=1 €
We then use that |\ — A| is uniformy lower bounded to conclude the proof. &

Claim 2.4. If k is such that for any x, |0 F(x)| <0,

1
X =M =0 | —
‘k k‘ (ln%)

and

as e — 0.

Proof. Step 1: A}, = A\ as e — 0O:

Proof of Step 1: We let v}, := lim._,0 A}. By Claim 23] v, < A, and
F()\h... ,>\m) SF(VIV" ,Vm) :gg%F( i ’>‘7En) :F()\h... ,>\m)

and by monotonicity assumptions on F, we deduce A\ = vj.

From now on, we let j be such that p; = Ag.

Step 2:
oL\ |” .
Z /n§v<—€> dAg—i—/ v<—€> . <Zﬂe L) A€+0<5>
i€ AS z We/lg Cie We / lg. i€ AS
and

;/ <77€ — 7o, <77€¢€>> dAgziGZA;@( L) <1—0<é>>

Proof of Step 2: Let’s prove the first inequality. We have

Ak Vi) 2 fveve
Zv¢_ :Z‘uﬁ‘ +Z<w€> ’ W’ _22¢ ¢; Vw

w,
i€ AS € i€ AS € i€ A i€ A We
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so that

[ v

Ze ZGAE

1
2

<38 (660 X + 0. Z/ Vg5l 5§=o<5§>

ZEAs ZEAs

¢’l

and the first inequality follows. For the second inequality, we notice that

; L(j) ; 2
o8 oL o8 04
[ o (w)) an= Lo (2) a3 (fon o)

where g, -+, ¢1(;) is an orthonormal family of all eigenfunctions on (%, g) associated to
eigenvalues A such that A < p; and L(j) is the maximal integer ! such that A\; < p; and
we obtain that

N A i\ 2 i i
() o - (&) e ([ () -0 (2)
i 1 i i
(0 (1)) it

and summing over A; yields:
S [ (—) dAy > Y A6 6) O (e +5.)
zGAE ZEAE

and Lemma 2.1] concludes the proof of Step 2.

Step 3: We test /AS (nai—z — T, (nai—z)) in the variational characterization of p; =
Ak = Ap(j)+1 for any i € A5. We obtain

Dieas Ny V-5t 2dA, N¢
A = pj < . Y. —. =
ZieA§ X s (Wsw—’s — <\ (ngw—z)) dA, J

< c
Z)\E</ ¢— dA, +2/ ‘bzv V- dA +/<¢> V.| Ag)
ZEAE We g
<> / v dAg—/ v dAg+/77€V77€V <—> dAg | +0 [ —
1€AS is We g Cl,s We g % We In z
J

From now on, all the following computations come by summing over all k£ such that F
is not constant with respect to the k-th coordinate of F. However, if k does not satisfy
this property, we have that t; = t; = 0 that appear in all the terms we add if we sum over
all the coordinates k. Therefore, we can sum over all j € {1,---,J}

Z Z /\8/ NeVneV <_Z> dAg = _/ NeVneV <_€>
We ) w

j=1i€As €
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and using a Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

2 2
1
/ neVneV<9—€> <0 / ("-) v
> We ln% 3. \We
2

and we obtain that
2 52 1
dA,. — dA,. + O 7| tO| —
gE7AE @) g€7A€ ln e ln £

J
ZNj§/~ v
=1 e
dA, +O(5 / Vo2, dA,,

v e

We

£

W,
€ &

where we compute the first right-hand term as

> € ge,Ae

V_
—ZAE/ Vo dA, =3 (358 -y 6

We
i=1

,_.

where the latter 1nequahty comes from ([I3]). As a consequence we obtain

k=
(§
ZMJD€<ZN€§ W+O< >
1
2
dA,, .

W, = /
Cire ge,Ae

In addition, we have from Step 2 and (LI3)) again that

b Son-o()

k=1

where

v
We

as € — 0. We deduce that

= 1
E (A — A Ats + We <O<1 1)

n_

€

=1
as € — 0. Then

1 1
PPN SR A ()\i—Ak)iiJrO(l—l)SO(l—l)
ki >AS kXS > Ag e ng

as € — 0 by Claim[2.3l Since A7 and ¢}, are uniformly lower bounded by a positive constant,
we obtain the expected claim. &

2.4. A replacement of ®. in X. We let ¥, be equal to %z in ¥, and the harmonic
extension of %Z in D.(p) UD.(q).
We set B. the bilinear form on H!(3,R") defined as

=S ([ ohan, s [ (a0

j=1 zeAs
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where 7y is the projection on the sum of the eigenspaces associated to eigenvalues on
(X, g) strictly less than A. It is clear that B is a non-negative bilinear form so that for any
X : 3 — R", the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality gives that

B.(X,¥.) < /B:(¥,,¥.)\/B.(X, X)
We aim at estimating B.(¥., U.). We recall the definition of

2
ngz/ 2. —O<1>
c Int

V<
We

Lemma 2.2 (Karpukhin-Kusner-McGrath-Stern [KKMS24]). There is a universal con-

stant such that for any l > 0 and ¢ a H* function defined on the cylinder C; := S* x [0, 2]

the harmonic extension of 1 on S* x {0} — R to the disk ¢ : D — R satisfies

[wie < (1+ce) /wxgl v

Proof. We reduce the study of this estimate to the case of ¥ : C; — R being the energy
minimizing extension of the eigenfunction of the circle f : S! x {0} — R with eigenvalue
k2. This map (6, s) can be obtained explicitly as a solution by separation of variables of
the equation

le

AzﬁinnC’landz/):fonSlX{O}andasqj):()onglx{é},

ks —ks

06, = (T + T ) 1)

14+ekl 14 ek

We then compute the energy

k k
2 _ — _ 2
o) |V11Z)| — /Slx{()} rlzz)88¢ (1 +e—kl 1 —|—€kl> /Sl f

and we have

k k i K | By
_ — _ > _
lte ™ Ttell 11elRl 1re o = 1K el 1re —‘k’(l de )
and
k2 e (1) / I8
Now, the harmonic extension of f in I satisfies 1(e?, r) = r* f(e) and

’WW — k27’2k—2f2 +T2k_2‘89f’2

/DIWGF = /01 </S k:2r2k_2f2+r2k_2|89f|2> dordr
:% <k2/§1f2+/81 \30f!2> :k/81f2

(1 de) /D v < [ Vo

o)

so that

and we obtain that
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and the estimate follows. &

Proposition 2.2. There is a constant C > 0 such that

B(\Ifg,\I')<C’V+o L
l ln—

and

||Ma

um

V.
/ Tep; (05)) 2 dAy < CF +0(5)

as € — 0.

Proof. Step 1: We prove
(2.7)

v 2
We

2 Ne J L)
Y =MD >
k=1 =0

j=1 1=

B.(¥.,V,) < Ce_l/
Cl,s

(/ W) 0@

where (‘pl)OélS L(;) 18 an orthonormal family of all eigenfunctions on (X, g) associated to
eigenvalues A < p; and L(j) is the maximal integer [ such that A\; < ;.

Proof of Step 1: We have by Lemma rescaled to (. and DD, that
2 2
P

ZEAE

P
/|w 2dA, </ v dAg5+C’e_l/ v
5 w5 gs Cl,s (Ug
and we have
P, 2 9 1 e 1
/ v aa,, g/ Vo2 dA;, + O <5> — SN £+ 0(62)
€ We Je 25 : k=1

Given 1 < j < J, we also have that
L(7)

[t - man w2 = [ wp? IZ(/ wm)
(29)

We compute

froor= [ e[ (2 (L2
L (607 (5 1)) + Butofon

so that taking the sum over 7,

L)
DI Iy (EESHITIESE AWED 91 99 o § RTE) IC
j= 12€AE j=1 = OZGAE

and (2.7) holds.
Step 2: Let’s estimate the second right-hand term of (2.7]). We have that
FAl,- - Am) S FA, - AL) S F(A, -+ 5 Am) +O(6)
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= 5 (A —A0) + /1 (DF((1 —t)A +tA.) — DF(A.)) - (A — A,)
k=1 0

implies with the use of Claim 2.4] and assumptions on F’

Uk 1
D (% = Mt = 0(8:) + sup |DF((1—t)A +tA.) — DF(A.)]| - 0(
k=1 te[0,1] In

as ¢ — 0. Indeed, F is a C! function and given k € {1, -

mh—‘
~

Il

S
T
)’:T‘,_.
0 =
~

: 7m}7
e cither A\ — \; as ¢ — 0 by Claim 2.4]

e or F'is a constant function with respect to the k-th coordinate

Step 3: Let s estimate the third right-hand term of (2.7)) we have that for i € AS and
1€{0,---,L(j)}, We denote X the eigenvalue associated to ¢;.

A/@Z)Zsﬁz /zﬁl goL = /V%Vsoz
- v (&) ve l‘/cw (&) va | PR

where ¢; denotes the harmonic extension on X, of ¢; : ¥\ D (p, ¢) — R and we have that

M 1
[V(¢ >V<Pz / <¢>E (——1>>V¢>I+Afﬁa <¢>§ (1——>,¢l>
(> wa 1> wa
o g "
+ /\? <ﬁ€ < , P Al> 3 @ldA%) + /\f ¢ldA~ — /\ / Qﬁf(pldAg
We e We Cl e Ds(p Q)
.y / A,
b

so that

gA:J </isv <g> v¢’>2 Z <>‘€/ ¢€901> +0(5.)
S L@ =5 (LN ()

iEAE
12 CV.
< V. (o)~ al? +o)) <G

and

since || @ — <(t— %e) wagq) +(t+ 125) soz(q ) ||H1(Cl ) < o(1) and

2
> < / wsw) < O+ e HVe|[Ver|2e® < O(e?).
iEA; De (p)UDe(q)
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Therefore

> (-0 [ «mf < O+ 0()

ieA;
and since for i € A3, |A — A$| is uniformly lower bounded,
J L(5) . 2 V.
;uj ;ZEZA:J (/2wm> <C'F+0(0).
The proof of the proposition is complete. &
2.5. Estimates on the rest. We set for i € A$
UF = B +ma, (05) + B = Y + 55

where I = m,,(¢5) is the projection of ¢ in on the eigenspace associated to j; in L3(%, 9).
We then have that

BE(R67 Ra) = Ba(\IImRe) < \/Ba(\yay \I/E)\/BE(Raa Ra)

so that
1

|
Be(R:, Re) < Bo(Ye, V) < 078 +o0 <ln—l>
£

as € — 0. Since R; € EB/\>M E, we obtain

J
Be(Re,Re) > > (1 - &> /Z VRS 2dA,

i=1ieA: i+l

and using in addition Proposition [Z.2] we obtain that

Ve 1

as ¢ — 0. In particular, letting € — 0 and then [ — +00, we obtain that |S.|?+|VS.|? = 0
in L'. In addition, we have the following claim:

Claim 2.5.

1

2 1
= / S.dL,
€ Js:(p)

2
- [ s.dr,
€ JS:(q)

1
+ SC’7+0(1)

as € — 0.

Proof. We can follow the beginning of the proof of Claim 21]in order to prove that
1 1

- / SedLyg - SedLg
€ Js:(p) € Js:(q)

and (2.8) and the estimate on V. in Claim 2.4] complete the proof of the claim. &

1
* < CluZ ISy
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2.6. Conclusion. We have that ¥, = F, + S., where

2
1 1 1
- / U.dLg — - / VodLs | = |- / o, <
€ Jsc(p) € JS:(q) eJa,.

as € — 0 so that from Claim [2.5] estimates on S. give that

2
1 1 1 1
- FedLg -~ FadLg < C-+ 0(1) +0 | —
l 1
€ < (p) € Se(q)

lng

(2.9)

as ¢ — 0.

Claim 2.6 (Petrides-Tewodrose [PT24], Mixing lemma, lemma 2.1). There is an orthogo-
nal family e == (¢, -+, ¢5) of eigenfunctions associated to Ay, -+ , A\p, in E = @;-]:1 E,;
where n is the dimension of E such that for any bilinear map A : E x E — F where F is
a vector space,

En:A(so?,so?) = iA(EiFf)
i=1 i=1

We apply this claim to

o A(f,f)= ||f||2L2 + HVfH%Z. Then (¢f) is bounded in W12, Since it belongs to the
space of eigenfunctions associated to (i) j=1,....7 Oon (3,g) it belongs to a finite
dimensional space. Then, up to the extraction of a subsequence, . converges to
some map ® in C* for any k.

e A defined by A(fi, fi) = \i fi2 for f; an eigenfunction associated to A;. Then
|90€|?\ = |Fe|?\ = |0, — Ssﬁ\ so that on X,

d 2
([ )
Ac

We
We have that |S.|? and 62 converge to 0 in L' and that (A\; — \;) ¢ converges to 0
(by Claim 2.4 and assumptions on F). Then |p:|[3 — 1 converges to 0 and at the
limit, |®[3 = 1.

2
 A(f. f) = <% fgs(p) fdLy—1 ng(q) deg> . Tt is clear that

-/ -/
- dL, — = dL
elsmy o el 0

as € = 0. Letting ¢ — 0 and then | — +oo in ([29), we obtain that ®(p) = ®(q).

o A(f, f)=df @df — %g. We let h € S2(X) such that supp(h) C X\ {p,q}. Then

L(ZAw?,wf),h) .= . (ZA(\Pf—Sf,‘If?—Sf),h> a4,
=1 g € g

i=1

2 2
®.

P,

We

> + (|\I’€ - Ssﬁ\ - |\Ij€|2)

A We | A,

— |@(p) — @(q)|

€ €
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so that

/(ZN@?M?)W) dAg. | < 26:||h|.
2 \i=1

ge

- € £ éf IS \Pf €
+/i (Z(A(@Z-,@n—A(w—a—Si,w—E—si)),h> 14,
ge

i=1

and since the right-hand term converges to 0 and g. — ¢ in supp(h), we obtain

letting € — 0 that
/ (Z A(®, <I>),h) dA, =0
Z \i=1

9
and this is true for any h such that supp(h) C ¥\ {p,q}. We obtain
Ve[

dd ® dd — g

g=0

The conclusion is that ® : ¥ — &, is a (possibly branched) conformal minimal immersion
such that ®(p) = ®(q).

At the very end of our analysis, letting ¢ — p along a vector X &€ T3, we obtain that
for all p € ¥ and X € T,%, there is a possibly branched conformal minimal immersion
® : ¥ — &, such that D®(p).X = 0. Since ® is conformal, we have that |[D®(p) - X*| =
|D®(p) - X| = 0 where X is a vector such that g(X, X*+) =0 and g(X+, X+) = g(X, X).
We obtain that V®(p) = 0. Then p is a branched point. Since p was chosen arbitrarily,
every point of X is a conical singularity for ¢ and we obtain a contradiction.

3. STEKLOV SPECTRAL FUNCTIONALS

3.1. Choice of the initial minimizing sequence. Let ¥ be a compact surface with a
non-empty boundary 9%. We assume that a Riemannian metric g realizes the absolute
minimizer
E(g,1) = inf FE(g,1
(9:1) et (g,1)
We now take p, g two distinct points on 9% and [ > 0 and we denote

I, := 0%\ (D:(p) UD.(q))
and

le 1
Ry :=[—¢€,¢] x [ ¢ E]

"33
and we glue ¥ and R; .

is = (Ee U Rl,a)/ ~
where ~ is a glueing along 0¥ ND(p) and 01 Ry := [—¢,¢€] X {—%} and along 90X N D.(q)
and Ry == [—¢,e] x {{£} that preserves the orientation or reverses the orientation. We

denote g. the L°° metric on ¥, equal to g on 3. and to the flat metric on R;.. Up
to a standard regularisation procedure by the heat kernel of g., we can assume that g.
is continuous on Y. without affecting the following estimates on eigenvalues. We aim
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at computing an asymptotic expansion of 0;(X;, g-) and of E(g.,1). The proof of the
following claim is similar to the proof of Claim 211

Claim 3.1. For o > 0, there is a constant C := C'(X,0) such that any eigenfunction ¢,

associated to a Steklov eigenvalue on (X., g-) bounded by o such that H%HLQ(E)EE) =1, we
have

1
o=l poo (55, = \/In 2

Claim 3.2. We have that

~ 1
(3.1) 0i(Xe,9:) > 03(8,9) + O (5 In g)
and
(3.2) E(3:,3:) < E(2,9) + O (e)
Proof. Let ¢g, 97, -+ ,¢5 be an orthonormal family of eigenfunctions associated to the
eigenvalues 0o(Xc, §-),- - ,04(2e, §c ), we have the existence of a. € S’ such that the func-

tion 1. ==Y ) _oasys satisfies

fz W%P dAy fi |Vibe 2 dAg, = . < 1)
oi(X,9) < J < = ge <0i(Xe,Ge) +O [ ey/In =
Jow (W) dAy ™ [ ()P Ay, +0 (2/n ) )

as € — 0 where we used Claim[B.I]to conclude for the inequality B.1I]). (3:2]) follows since F’
is a C! function, eigenvalues are uniformly bounded and L(9%., §.) = L(9%,g) —O(s). <

As a conclusion, we take 0. := c4/¢ ln% for some well chosen constant ¢ > 0 in the

previous section and construct the previous Palais-Smale approximation to the sequence g.

and B, = I :Eis) on 3. pullbacked on a fixed surface ¥ by a bi-Lipschitz diffeomorphism.

3.2. Some convergence of w. to 1 and first replacement of ®.. We set w. the
harmonic extension of the following map defined on 9%

we =4/ |<I>€|3TE + 62 on 9% and Agw. =0

We first prove that Vw, converges to 0 in L?(g.) and that ®. has a similar H'(g.) behaviour
&,

as
We

Claim 3.3. We have that

(3.3) / \Vw.|* dA,, + /
e Ye

as € — 0.

2
dA, < O(0,)

)
v<¢€_w_~e>
15

The proof is similar to the proof of Claim B.3] but needs a particular attention because
of the harmonic extension of w,




Proof. We first prove

(3.4 L. (raacﬁar? <1 - i)) <0(5)

We

as € — 0. Since w, > 1, and ‘(I)a’i < w2, we have that

L. <]a€<1>5\2 <1 — i)) < (maxo}) L. ((w? — wa))
<maxof (Lo (19212 ) + Lo (62) - Lo(1))

so that

1
L (loctof (1= 2-) ) < (naxof) Lu(62) < (maxo?) 18, 10-V g < 060

We

as € — 0 since we know that
[1Bellz. < 11Lll5. + 11 = Bell;. <1+ 0(6)

and we obtain (3.4]).
We know prove (B3):
2

d
/ — [ |ve.? —/ \Y <q>€ - —E>
) Oc e ) e We o
_ 2/ <v<1>€,v <<1>5 - ‘E>> _ o Ad.o.. <<1>5 - 3)
~s We Oe is We

d, 9 1

=—-28. 0. ®.,0.. | P, — — = 2L, (|0-D|" (1 —— = 0(d;)
We We

where we tested A®, = 5.(0.P.,.) in ¥ against o.. (<I>€ - %z), and we used (3.4]).

In particular, we have
2
d
< / ‘V—a
Oe by We

o< [ [o(o %)
b3 We

as ¢ — 0 and knowing that with the straightforward computations we have

v 2

We

2

- ’v(pa‘i) + 0(55)

O¢

2

® o, | .2 .2
'V—E - \V(I)a’gs = (1 —(/.)82) V—E — <]ng‘2 | €|205 +wvaEv| €|205
We | g, We |4, We we

o, | .2
:(1—%2) v—= —VwEV| clo
We |4, e

41
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Computing that

P.|? 02
we,v& = / O, we <w€ — —E>
. We )N We
2 92
__ / W _ / Vo v
PO 2 . We
2 02 2 0
= |Vwe|” + < |Vw|"—2 | —Vb.Vw,
5. 5. w2 5. We

z/ |we|2—/~ V.2
Ye Ye

and we obtain since z—i is uniformly bounded by 1 that

flv (e-2)
o

3.3. Quantitative convergence of eigenvalues and quantitative energy bounds.
We recall that o}, := 0(3c, g, Bz). The following claims can be proved translating Claim
2.3 and Claim [2.4] from the context of Laplace eigenvalues to the context of Steklov eigen-

values.
Claim 3.4. For all k € N*
1
In z
as e — 0.
Claim 3.5. If k is such that for any x, OpF(x) <0,
1
e -0 —
’Uk Uk’ <ln%)

2

1
/ dAgg = ‘/5 = O <—1>
Ry e ge In e

3.4. A replacement of ®. in ¥. We let ¥, be equal to %z in X..
We set B. the bilinear form on H!(X,R") defined as

Be(X, X) = EJ: Z </2 |VXi|§dAg Ky /az (Xi = 7T<Hj(Xi))2dL9>

j=1i€AS

3. |?

o

€ we

+ /. |VW€|2§O(5€)

oc Xe

as ¢ — 0.

and

v 2

We

as € — 0.

where 7, is the projection in L?(9%, g) on the sum of the Steklov eigenspaces associated
to eigenvalues on (X, ¢g) strictly less than o. It is clear that B is a non-negative bilinear
form so that for any X : 3 — R™, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality gives that

B.(X,¥.) < \/B.(V,,¥.)/B.(X, X)
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We aim at estimating B(¥., ¥.) with respect to

2
R e

V<
We

In the following proposition, analogous to Proposition 2.2] notations for p; and A; are

similar:

l,e

Proposition 3.1. There is a constant C > 0 such that

B(U.,0.) < 0% Yo <L)

ln%
and for 1 <i<n,
J
1) 2 Ve
Z Z / (7T<Hj (wz)) dLg < CT + O(0¢)
j=1icAs 1 O%
as e — 0.

The proof follows the proof of Proposition (the proof is simpler in this case since we
do not have to consider a harmonic extension).

3.5. Estimates on the rest. We set for 7 € A;
Vi = F + <o, (V) + R = F; + 57

where FY = m,,(¢f) is the projection of ¥ in on the eigenspace associated to p; in
L?(9%, g). We then have that

B.(R.,R.) = B.(¥.,R.) < \/B.(V.,¥.)\/B.(R-, R.)

so that
Ve 1
Ba(RayRa) < Ba(\I’aa \I’a) < CT +o0 ln—l
€
as € — 0. Since RS € EBU>M E,, we obtain,
- Hj / £12
B:(R., R.) > 1—— VR:|ZdA
a( € E) ZZ:; < ,Uj+1> E‘ ’g g
and using in addition Proposition we obtain that
V. 1
2

as ¢ — 0. In particular, letting € — 0 and then [ — +00, we obtain that |S.|?+|VS.|? = 0
in L'. In addition, we have the following claim which proof follows the proof of Claim
Claim 3.6. ,
1

- SedL,
€ JI(p)

1
- S.dL,

€ JI.(9)

4 < C% +o(1)

as € — 0.
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3.6. Conclusion. We have that ¥, = F, + S., where

2 2
1 1 1 le2 1
- / U.dL; — - / U.dly | = |- / o <cSv.<o(—
€ J1.(p) € J1.(g) €JR,, € In 2

as € — 0 so that from Claim [2.5] estimates on S. give that

2
1 1 1 1
- / F.dL, — - F.dLs| <C-+40(1)+0 T
e Jrp) € J1.(g) ! In 2

as ¢ — 0. By a claim similar to Claim [2.6] we rearrange F. into ¢. : ¥ — R™ that
converges, up to the extraction of a subsequence to a (possibly branched) free boundary
minimal immersion ® : (£,0%) — (co (&), &) and the convergence

1

1
_/ @edLg - _/ @edLg — |Q)(p) - <I>(Q)|
€ JI:(p) € JI-(q)

as € — 0 gives with Claim again that letting ¢ — 0 and then [ — 400, ®(p) = ®(q).

At the very end of our analysis if we assume that p and ¢ are in the same connected
component of the boundary, letting ¢ — p along the boundary, we obtain that for all
p € 0%, there is a possibly branched conformal free boundary minimal immersion ® : 3 —
co (€;) such that 0,®(p) = 0. Since ® is conformal, we have that |0,®| = |0,®| = 0.
We obtain that V®(p) = 0. Then p is a branched point. Since p was chosen arbitrarily,
every point of 0¥ is a conical singularity for g and we obtain a contradiction. Then
(p.q) € A(9%).

If the conjecture [0.I] holds, we obtain a contradiction in the case of the maximization
of 1.
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